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Interview summary dated June 09, 2005 
We disscused the claim languages such as "a boundary" and "a shape", which are not defined in the specification. 
The following questions rose after the interview and Applicant requires to clarify them: What is the definition for a 
boundary in claim 1? What are the relationship between the boundary and the shape that Applicant used in the last 
line of the claim 1? What are the coordinates designated for converting the first and the second maps? 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 10, 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 13-17 and 19-23 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Examiner responded to some of the remarks. Applicant on page 8 of remarks argues that 
the reference Tamano does not anticipate Applicant's claimed invention, and the Examiner must 
demonstrate the presence of each and every element of the claim in issue. 
Examiner's reply: Examiner agrees that the elements must be arranged as required by the claim, 
but this is not an ipsissimis verbis test, i.e., identity of terminology is not required . In re Bond, 
910 F.2d 831, 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 

Applicant on page 9, first paragraph argues that Tamano does not teach a method including at 
least the limitations in claim 1 lines 4-9. 

Examiner's reply: Examiner provides the broad definition for the claim language that Applicant 
used as a "geographic region" i.e. Geographic region is concerning the topography (i.e. the 
surface features of a place or region) of a specific region. Applicant broadly claims converting 
first coordinates into another coordinates using georeferencing function. Applicant does not 
explicitly specify how the conversion converts the coordinates? Since the identity of terminology 
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is not required, according to the 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990), then Examiner interprets the 
first and second coordinates in claim language into first and second images in fig. 4 of the 
reference Tamano. The two images have been illustrated with two different coordinates, meaning 
the X and Y coordinate of image 1 (i.e. XI, Yl) is corresponding to X and Y coordinate of image 
2 (i.e. X2, Y2). The data conversion is done using link info, table, see fig. 4. Fig. 5 illustrated 
two maps, which are related to coordinates of the images, but the points 41 and 40 are 
representing the same location on two different images that Applicant claims as first and second 
maps, and Applicant does not specify the type of maps (e.g. vector or raster maps). 
Regarding to Applicant's amended claim 1, lines 12-13, the reference Tamano teaches from 
mentioned prior art "ARISTOWN" col. 1 lines 15-35, if attribute information is to be retrieved 
on the basis of the shapes or positional relations of objects present on displayed geographic 
information, a vector map which represents the objects by using vectors is prepared in advance, 
and, in addition, a correspondence which links the vector map and the descriptive data (attribute 
information) to each other is input. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1, 13-17 and 19-23 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, 
or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. The claim 
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languages such as "a boundary" and "a shape" are not defined in the specification. The response 
to the following questions may enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it 
is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

What is the definition for a boundary in claim 1? What are the relationship between the boundary 
and the shape that Applicant used in the last line of the claim 1? What are the coordinates 
designated for converting the first and the second maps? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 13-17 and 19-20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Tamano et al. (herein after referred as a Tamano U.S. patent number of 6032157). 
1. Claim 1, 

As per claim 1, "selecting a boundary of a geographic region, which is present on both a first 
map and a second map, in the first map", Tamano in figs. 3-5 illustrates the limitation of the 
claim language. Applicant claims that "Converting first map coordinates designating the 
boundary of the geographic region selected on the first map into geographic coordinates using a 
georeferencing function of the first map; converting the geographic coordinates to corresponding 
second map coordinates designating the boundary of the geographic region on the second map 
using a georeferencing function of the second map; Tamano in col. 2, lines 40-66 discloses 
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that Image information linked with attribute information is hereinafter called first image 
information, and image information which approximately positionally corresponds to the first 
image information is called second image information and is not linked to the attribute 
information. Specifically, an object contained in the second image information is used as a key, 
and the attribute information linked with the first image information is retrieved by inputting a 
correspondence between the second image information and the first image information via the 
key, i.e. by selecting an object in the second image information, "automatically adjusting a 
boundary of the second map to conform to the shape of the geographic region", Tamano teaches 
from mentioned prior art "ARISTOWN" col. 1 lines 15-35, if attribute information is to be 
retrieved on the basis of the shapes or positional relations of objects present on displayed 
geographic information, a vector map which represents the objects by using vectors is prepared 
in advance, and, in addition, a correspondence which links the vector map and the descriptive 
data (attribute information) to each other is input. Tamano in col. 8 lines 34-54 and also in figs. 
10 and 1 1 illustrates it is possible to simultaneously choose a part in the first image information 1 
and a part in the second image information 2 so that these parts can be linked to each other, an 
efficient retrieval is realized. Figs. 1 1(a) through 1 1(e) corresponds to figs. 10(a) through 10(e), 
respectively. 
2. Claim 13, 

"Further comprising receiving a user input to select a new geographic region in the first map", 
the step is inherent because the user must be able to interact with new limitation and add new 
parameters to georeferenced map. Tamano in cols. 2 and 3 lines 66-67 and 1-14 discloses that 
there are user choices of display and operation, including: overlying the second image 
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information with the second image information, or vice versa, in display; moving either the 
displayed first image information or the displayed second image information to correct the 
overlying relation between the display positions of the first image information and the second 
image information; and changing the area of overlay, causing new areas of the first image 
information to overlie the second image information. Accordingly, the attribute information is 
retrieved in response to inputting of an object choice from the second image information, as if 
through the inputting the second image information and the attribute information were directly 
connected to each other., and also see fig. 9 step 2200. 

3. Claim 14, 

"Further comprising determining a plurality of georeferenced coordinates for the new 
geographic", the step is inherent because the user must be able to interact with new limitation 
and add new parameters to georeferenced map. See also rejection of claim 13. 

4. Claim 15, 

"Further comprising determining a plurality of georeferenced coordinates for a new boundary in 
the second map, such that the new boundary coordinate of the second map correspond to a new 
boundary coordinates in the first map", the step is inherent because georeferenced coordinates 
with new limitations will be affecting other maps that are using the coordinates from reference 
data. See also rejection of claim 13. 

5. Claim 16, 

"Further comprising configuring the new boundary of the first map for display", the step is 
inherent. See rejection of claim 13. 

6. Claim 17, 
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Further comprising configuring the new boundary of the second map for display, the step is 
inherent. See also rejection of claim 13. 

7. Claim 19, 

Further comprising: receiving a user input to select a new boundary of a new geographic area in 
the first map; determining geographic coordinates for the new boundary in the first map; 
determining geographic coordinates for a new boundary of the new geographic area in the 
second map such that the geographic coordinates for the new boundary in the second map relate 
to the new boundary in the first map. For more details explanation see rejection of claim 1, 
Tamano in fig. 5 selected a point 41 on image 2 and point 40 on image 1. Examiner's 
interpretation: The selected points are considered as new boundaries (i.e. XI, Y1;X2, Y2) 
selected by a user. Referring to fig. 5, any selected point has a new boundary on XY coordinate. 

8. Claim 20, 

See rejection of claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 21-23 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tamano, and 
further in view of Martin Reddy, Lee Iverson, Yvan G. Leclerc (hereinafter, Reddy). 

9. Claims 21-23, 
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The rejection of claim 1 applies to the rejection of claims 21-23. The only element that Tamano 
does not explicitly specify is the transparency option in claims 21-23, lines 3, 5 and 6 
respectively. However, the reference Reddy on page 24 first col. in second and third paragraphs 
teaches the modeler can now specify coordinates in a system such as UTM and the 
GeoCoordinate node will transparently convert the data into a Cartesian frame and correctly 
position these coordinates in the global model, see fig. 2 on page 24. The motivation to combine 
Reddy into Tamano is as follows: deal with data in a variety of different coordinate systems, 
each applicable for a different task. For example, the Mercator projection is often used for 
navigation or for maps of the equatorial region while the Lambert Conformal Conic is used for 
topographic maps by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) [11]. To engage geoscientists in 3-D 
computer graphics, we need to make it easy for them to visualize their data rapidly in a familiar 
form, as well as provide solutions for disseminating these data over the Internet. Geo VRML 1.0 
introduces a small set of new nodes for VRML97 to perform these important tasks. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Javid A. Amini whose telephone number is 571-272-7654. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8-4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Razavi can be reached on 571-272-7664. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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